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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 26, 100-114, and 117-132 are pending. Claims 26 and 107 have been 
amended and claims 117-132 have been added in this communication filed 03/22/06 
entered as Response to Non-Final Action ( Miscellaneous Communication to Applicant). 
The IDS filed 5/15/06 has been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more clainns particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 26 and 100-1 14 are rejected under 35 USC §112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicants' regard as the invention. 

In particular, claim 17 recites in the preamble "a purchase request management 
system", the body of the claim does not contain any limitations indicating the structure of 
the management system. A system or an apparatus claim should always claim the 
structure or the hardware that performs the function. Applicants' claimed limitations 
consist of modules (software) that do not describe the structure of the management 
system. Appropriate correction is required. 

Election by Original Presentation 

4. Newly submitted claims 1 17-132 are directed to an invention that is independent 
or distinct from the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: Independent 
claim 26 is directed to a purchase request management system for receiving requests 
from potential buyers for a product from a group of dealers and claim 1 1 7 is directed to 
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a vehicle purchase request where the purchase requests are also received from 
potential buyers and the vehicle dealers are identified that sell a first make of vehicle 
where first and second vehicle dealers sell different makes of a vehicle and a purchase 
request is assigned from a potential buyer for a first make of vehicle to a first limited 
group of dealers. The claim limitations in claim 117 require a different search than the 
claim limitations of claim 26. 

Since Applicants' have received an action on the merits for the originally presented 
invention, this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for 
prosecution on the merits. Accordingly, claims 1 17-132 are withdrawn from 
consideration as being directed to a non-elected invention. See 37 CFR 1.142 (b) and 
MPEP§ 821.03. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention Is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 26, 100-1 14, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over in view of (Us 5,940,807) Purcell in view of (US 6,041 ,310) Green et al, hereafter 
Green. 

With respect to claim 26, Purcell teaches, a purchase request management 
system, comprising: A system database comprising: a plurality of purchase requests 
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received from potential buyers and that each identify at least one product and buyer 
data (col. 3, line 50-col. 4, line 8); and a plurality of limited groups of one or more 
dealers accessible to the buyer and that are designated to have access to purchase 
requests that identify a product that the dealers sell, wherein each limited group of 
dealers has substantially fewer dealers than an unlimited group of dealers that includes 
every dealer accessible to the buyer that sells the product (col. 4, lines 20-50); and a 
buyer-dealer association module configured exclusively to assign a purchase request 
received from a potential buyer to the one or more dealers designated by the system 
database to have access to the purchase request (col. 6, lines 16-46). 

Purcell failed to teach, a dealer access module configured to permit each dealer 
to access the system database over a computer network using a remote terminal and to 
view and manage only those purchase requests assigned to the dealer. Green teaches, 
a dealer access module configured to permit each dealer to access the system 
database over a computer network using a remote terminal and to view and manage 
only those purchase requests assigned to the dealer (col. 3, lines 34-col. 4, line 10). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have a dealer access module configured to permit each dealer to access 
the system database over a computer network using a remote terminal and to view and 
manage only those purchase requests assigned to the dealer. Green teaches, a dealer 
access module configured to permit each dealer to access the system database over a 
computer network using a remote terminal and to view and manage only those 
purchase requests assigned to the dealer and to modify in Purcell because such a 
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modification would allow Purcell to display a selected inventory of vehicles from the 
system database over the network. 

With respect to claim 100, Purcell teaches, The purchase request management 
system of Claim 26, wherein the dealer access module permits each dealer to enter 
information about at least one of the purchase requests and the entered information is 
stored in the system database (col. 9, lines 36-50). 

With respect to claim 101, Purcell teaches, The purchase request management 
system of Claim 100, wherein the dealer access module permits each dealer to assign 
at least one task related to at least one purchase request to a user associated with the 
dealer (col. 6, lines 36-47). 

With respect to claim 102, Purcell teaches, The purchase request management 
information about assigned tasks is stored in the system database (col. 9, lines 36-50). 

With respect to claim 103, Purcell teaches. The purchase request management 
system of Claim 100, wherein the dealer access module permits each dealer to enter a 
status related to at least one purchase request (col.3, line 50-col. 4, line 20). 

With respect to claim 104, Purcell teaches, The purchase request management 
system of Claim 103, wherein information about purchase request status is stored in the 
system database (col. 4, lines 51-65). 

With respect to claim 105, Purcell failed to teach, The purchase request 
management system of Claim 26, wherein the system database further comprises a 
plurality of product records, each product record corresponding to at least one product 
sold by at least one of the dealers and comprising at least a product type and an 
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estimated product price. Green teaches, wherein the system database further 
comprises a plurality of product records, each product record corresponding to at least 
one product sold by at least one of the dealers and comprising at least a product type 
and an estimated product price (col. 5. lines 27-48, col. 10, line 61 -col. 1 1 , line 45, and 
figure 12A). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have the system database further comprise a plurality of 
product records, each product record corresponding to at least one product sold by at 
least one of the dealers and comprising at least a product type and an estimated 
product price and to modify in Purcell because such a modification would allow Purcell 
to have a collection of data stored on a computer storage medium that can be used for 
more than one purpose. For example, the dealers will be able to use the data to 
determine their inventory and profit margin. 

With respect to claim 106, Purcell failed to teach, The purchase request 
management system of Claim 105, wherein the system database is configured to be 
accessible over a computer network to at least one potential buyer using a remote 
terminal and to provide product information to the potential buyer. Green teaches, 
wherein the system database is configured to be accessible over a computer network to 
at least one potential buyer using a remote terminal and to provide product information 
to the potential buyer (col. 5, lines 63-65 -network, col. 6, lines 13-15- Laptop (can be 
remote) and col. 12, lines 1-18). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to have the system database is configured 
to be accessible over a computer network to at least one potential buyer using a remote 
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terminal and to provide product information to ttie potential buyer and to modify in 
Purcell because such a modification would allow Purcell to have product information 
available to a buyer in order to match the buyer's specifications to the merchandise in 
the database. 

With respect to claim 107, Purcell teaches, wherein the system database further 
comprises a plurality of predefined sales regions and each purchase request 
corresponds to at least one of the predefined sales regions based on at least one 
geographic designation associated with the buyer data (col. 10, line 57-col. 1 1 , line 8). 

With respect to claim 108, Purcell teaches, wherein the buyer-dealer association 
module is configured to assign each purchase request to only one dealer (col. 3, lines 
50-57 and col. 4, lines 51-64). 

With respect to claim 109, Green teaches, wherein the geographic designation 
associated with the purchase request is derived from contact information of the potential 
buyer to whom the purchase request corresponds (col. 2, lines 27-53). 

With respect to claim 110, Purcell failed to teach. The purchase request 
management system of Claim 109, wherein the geographic designation associated with 
the purchase request is derived from the potential buyer's zip code. Green teaches, 
wherein the geographic designation associated with the purchase request is derived 
from the potential buyer's zip code (col. 6, lines 5-8). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the 
geographic designation associated with the purchase request is derived from the 
potential buyer's zip code and to modify in Purcell because such a modification would 
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allow Purcell to have customer data that is created and saved that contains the 
customer's address (an address contains a zipcode) which is basic information for any 
geographic designation. 

With respect to claim 111, Purcell teaches, the purchase request management 
system of Claim 26, wherein the system database further comprises a plurality of 
exclusive database regions, each exclusive database region being reserved for a single 
dealer and being configured to store only those purchase requests assigned to the 
single dealer (col. 4. lines 51-64). 

With respect to claim 112, Purcell teaches, the purchase request management 
system of Claim 111, wherein the buyer-dealer association module is configured to 
assign each purchase request to one or more dealers by storing a copy of the purchase 
request in the exclusive database region of each assigned dealer (col. 3, lines 50-57). 

With respect to claim 113, Purcell teaches, wherein the dealer access module is 
configured to permit each dealer to access a purchase request substantially 
immediately upon a copy of the purchase request being stored in the dealer's exclusive 
database region (col. 9, lines 36-65). 

With respect to claim 1 14, Purcell teaches, the purchase request management 
system dealer access module permits each dealer to access only those purchase 
requests assigned to the dealer by permitting the dealer to access only the exclusive 
database region reserved for the dealer (col. 8, line 66-col. 9, line 22). 



Response to Arguments 
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7. Applicants' arguments filed 03/22/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Issue no, 1 : Applicants' argue: Applicants' submit that the Green system does 
not meet the claim limitations under any reasonable claim construction because the 
Green patent does not indicate that the linked salesperson has exclusive access to his 
or her customer's information and the Green patent does not teach restricting a dealer 
to "only those purchase requests assigned to the dealer" has been considered but is not 
persuasive. Response: Claim 26 does not claim that "the salesperson has exclusive 
access to his or her customer's information" or "restricting a dealer to only those 
purchase requests assigned to the dealer". Although the claims are interpreted in light 
of the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See 
In re Van Geuns, 988 F,2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Inquiries 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ella Colbert whose telephone number is 571-272-6741, 
The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Thursday, 6:30AM-4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vincent Millin can be reached on 571-272-6747. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR, 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto,gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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